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Application/Control Number: 09/663,484 
Art Unit: 2151 

This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 11/12/04. 
claims 3-7 have been added by the 11/12/04 amendment. Claims 1-7 are 
pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 
102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, 
published under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application. filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102{e} as being anticipated 
by Galvin US patent Number 6,298,130. 

As per claim 1, Galvin teaches a computerized method for managing router 
metadata, the method comprising: Creating a metadata file (col. 9 lines 
35 et seq) , said metadata file defining objects in a router; reading the 
metadata file; converting (updating col. 9 lines 40 et seq) the metadata 
file into an object model having at least one object; and loading the 
objects onto the router (see col. 4 lines 15-67; col. 9 lines 14 et 
seq) . 

As per claim 4, a hash table of attributes names and attributes values 
is implicit in Galvin (see fig 1, elements 300-303) . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Galvin. 

As per claim 3, Galvin does not teach a file that comprises an ASCII 
formatted file. This feature is well known and expected in the art at 
the time of the invention. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention would have known to use or incorporate a metadata file 
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that comprises an ASCII format to convert characters (such as letters, 
numbers, decimal etc.) into digital form, thereby, facilitating 
communication among computers . 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Galvin in view of Schoening et al US patent Number 6,226,78 8. 

As per claim 2, Galvin does not explicitly teach loading the 
objects into an SNMP MIB. Schoening discloses an extensible network 
management system, which includes SNMP and MIB (see Schoening col. 1 
lines 37 et seq) . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have combined Schoening SNMP and 
MIB to Galvin metadata-based network: routing because it would have 
improved and facilitated communication over the router and network 
connections (see Schoening col. 1 lines 38-42). 

Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Galvin in view of Nicholson et al ("Nicholson") US patent Number 
6,631,519. 

As per claim 5, Galvin does not explicitly detail on converting a subset 
of metadata into object model. Nicholson teaches this feature (see col. 
7 lines 23-31) . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 

the art at the time of the invention to have combined Nicholson' s to 
Galvin' s metadata network routing in order to maintain compatibility 
among objects in the system. 

As per claims 6-7, Galvin fails to teach comparing by the router the 
objects of the object model to a runtime object model and updating the 
runtime object model with differences identified by the comparison. 
Nicholson teaches these features (see col. 2 lines 5-11 and col. 1 lines 
42-45) . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have combined Nicholson's with Galvin' s 
features in order to maintain compatibility among objects in the system 
(see Nicholson col. Col. 1 lines 46-59). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/12/04 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argued that Galvin does not teach converting the metadata file 
into an object having at least one object. 

Examiner respectfully submits that while the converter engine converts 
incoming information to metadata, the process can also be reversed because the 
channel that leads to the database 300 of fig 1 is bi-directional. In other words. 
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file from metadata 33 can be converted into an object as desired or 
recommended by the system (see fig 1 for details). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Frantz B. Jean whose telephone number is 
571-272-3937. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00 M-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571 272 3939. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Frantz Jean 




